MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY BOARD

Clause 1: JHE NUMBER OF PERSONS NOT TAKING EXAMINATIONS WHO WERE LICENSED OR REGISTERED BY
THE BOARD OR WHO WERE DENIED LICENSING OR REGISTRATION WITH THE RFASONS FOR
THE LICENSING OR REGISTRATION OR DENIAL THEREOF |,

. Fy 85 FY 86 Fy 85 & 8t
TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS NOT TAKING EXAMS AND GRANTED LICENSES OR REGISTRATION 31 42 73

TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS NOT TAKING EXAMS AND DENIED LICENSES OR REGISTRATION 1 1

FOR EACH PERSON GIVE:

Type of lic./Regis., | State * Method of ** Reasons for
| of AGE GROUP SEX Lic./Regis. Granting or Denial
| Res. | 0-18 |18-25 [26-34 |35-59] 60-65 66- M IF | Grant Deny
T T Met all requirements
Dentist MD X X Credentials X v established by rule
Déntist MN X X Credentials X "
Dentist IL X X Credentials X "
Dentist MN X X Credentials X
Dentist WI X X Credentials X "
[N R
Dentist IL X X Credentials X
Dentist SD X X Credentials X "
—————— e — —_ B e M B S Euamaad —t
Dentist NY X X | Credentials X "
Dentist FL X X Credentials X ] "
B R s it O -— e e e < e =i S o
" Dentist NC X Credentia]g X "
Hygienist IL | X X | Credentials X "

* IDENTIFY METHOD: e.g. Application, Reciprocity, Endorsements, Credential Evaluation, Comity, etc.
*¢ REASONS FOR GRANTING OR DENIAL: Attach Additional Sheets if necessary.
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Clause 1:

MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY

BOARD

THE NUMBER OF PERSONS NOT TAKING EXAMINATIONS WHO WERE LICENSED OR REGISTERED BY

THE BOARD OR WHO WERE DENIED LICENSING OR REGISTRATION WITH THE RFASONS FOR
THE LICENSING OR REGISTRATION OR DENIAL THEREOF ,

FY 85 FY 86 Fy 85 & 8t

TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS NOT TAKING EXAMS AND GRANTED LICENSES OR REGISTRATION 31 42 73
TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS NOT TAKING EXAMS AND DENIED LICENSES OR REGISTRATION
FOR EACH PERSON GIVE:
Type of lic./Regis.; State * MglhOd of *#* Reaasons for
of AGE GROUP SE X Lic./Regts. Granting or Denial
Res. -18 [18-25 |26-34 [35-59] 60-65 66- MIF Grant| Deny
a requirements
Hygienist MN X X] Credentials X established by rule
Hygienist SD X X| Credentials X "
Hygienist co X X} Credentials X "
Hygienist IA X X| Credentials X "
Hygienist MN X X| Credentials X "
Hygienist IL X X| Credentials X "
Hygienist MN X X| Credentials X "
’-'_"”_"—""_"""F""""'}"‘“"‘ Lo e e — e e e e L e e i e e e e o e

Hygienist MN X X| Credentials X ] "

_ I AU S 1 Y S Y S
Hygienist MN X X| Credentials X "

B — Y R - 4

Hygienist TX X X} Credentials X "

— ——l SN SR U SR e e T N E -
Hygienist NV X X| Credentials X ] "

* IDENTIFY METHOD: e.g. Application, Reciprocity, Endorsements, Credential Evaluation, Comity, etc.

¢+ REASONS FOR GRANTING OR DENIAL:
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Attach Additional Sheets if necessary.
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MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY BOARD

Clause n: |_IST THE NUMBER OF COMPLAINTS AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS
RECEIVED BY THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, EACH BOARD MEMBER,
EMPLOYEE OR OTHER PERSON PERFORMING SERVICES FOR THE BOARD

IN FY 85 ____69  Written

No.
— > Oral THAT ALLEGE OR IMPLY A VIOLATION OF
No. A STATUTE OR RULE WHICH THE BOARD
IS EMPOWERED TO ENFORCE. THESE TOTALS
In FY 86 __ﬁ.gi_ Written INCLUDE CASES REFFRRED TO THE
s oral ATTORNEY GENFRAL'S STAFF WHO ARE
—No. — ASSIGNED TO ASSIST YOUR BOARD.

IN FY 85 Written
e
Oral . ,
WHICE .LGE FORWARDED TO OTHER AGENCIES
AS REQUIRED BY M.s. 214.10.
Written

In FY 86 No.
Oral

Please indicate the number of complaints referred to each
other governmental agency (Federal, State, and Local) in
each fiscal year:
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MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY BOARD

Clause o: SyUMMARIZE, BY SPE»IFIC CATEGORY, THE SUBSTANCE OF THE COMPLAINTS

AND COMMUNICE ON R Nl 0 N LAUS (n) O .S, .U AND
AND OR EACH SF 3 CATEGORY, THE RESPON DR DISPO DN

.S, . an . A
CITATIORS FOR DISPOSITION).

(Dispositions occuring during this period of complaints and
communications received prior to July 1, 1985,and complaints
and communications received but not dlsposed of as of June 30,
1986 should be included).

SUMMARY OF COMPLAIMTS AND SUMMARY OF RESPONSES AND
COMMUNICATIONS BY SPECIFIC DISPOSITIONS FOR EACH SPECIFIC
CATEGORY CATEGORY

(Give number in each specific (Give number in each specific
category) category)

29 - Incompetency 20 - Dismissed, no violation

1 - Mediated settlement
1 - Withdrawn

4 -~ Suspended license
13 - Pending

29 - Unprofessional conduct 15 - Dismissed, no violation
1 - Mediated settlement
13 - Suspended license
2 - Letters of warning
1 ~ Reprimand with fine °
1 - Reprimand
1 - Acceptance of voluntary termination
of license with reprimand
3 - Pending

12 - Fraud 3 - Dismissed, no violation

Suspension of license, license
conditioned, 600 hours of community
service imposed

- Suspension of license, fine

- Reprimand with fine

Conditioned license

- Reprimand

- Acceptance of termination of license
with reprimand

3 - Pending

—
|

N = L0 N =
[}
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MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY BOARD

Clause o: SUMMARIZE, BY "SPECIFIC CATEGORY THE SUBSTANCE OF THE COMPLAINTS

AND COMMUNICZ ON R RRED TOC \ ll, Q » .9, o'\‘
AND OR EACH % - GORY E K PONSES OR DISPO ONS
CTTATIONS FOR DISPOSTTION).

(Dispositions occuring during this period of complaints and
communications received prior to July 1, 1985,and complaints
and communications received but not dlsposed of as of June 30,
1986 should be included).

SUMMARY OF COMPLAINTS AND SUMMARY OF RESPONSES AND
COMMUNICATIONS BY SPECIFIC DISPOSITIONS FOR EACH SPECIFIC
CATEGORY CATEGORY
(Give number in each specific (Give number in each specific
category) category)
10 - Improper prescribing of drugs 6 - Dismissed, no violation
2 - Reprimand - fine
1 - Letter of warning
3 - Pending
9 - Performing unnecessary services; 1 - Suspension of license
charging for services not rendered 9 - Pending
7 - Improper utilization of dental 5 - Dismissed, no violation
auxiliaries 2 - Acceptance of termination of license
with reprimand
2 - Letters of warning
3 - Pending
4 - Immorality 2 - Dismissed, unsubstantiated
1 - Conditioned license
2 - Pending
4 - Practicing dentistry without 1 - Dismissed, business closed
license 3 - Pending
2 - Chemical abuse 1 - Conditioned license
1 - Pending

e _2 of 3 pagee for Clause o Page _34




MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY

BOARD

Clause o: SUMMARIZE, BY SPECIFIC CATEGORY THE SUBSTANCE OF THE COMPLAINTS

AND OMMUNICA ON R RRED

AND, FOR EACH SP o. OK

0 IN CLZ (n) OF M.5. 07 AND
’ . 3 PON 0): » °Ie ON
an . A

CITATIONS TOR DISPOSITION) .

(Dispositions occuring during this period of complaints and
communications received prior to July 1, 1985, and complaints

and communications received but not
1986 should be included).

disposed of as of June 30,

SUMMARY OF COMPLAINTS AND
COMMUNICATIONS BY SPECIFIC

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES AND
DISPOSITIONS FOR EACH SPECIFIC

CATEGORY CATEGORY
(Give number in each specific (Give number in each specific
category) category)
2 - Unsanitary office 1 - Warning
1 - Pending
1 - Suspension of license
1 - Acceptance of termination of
license with reprimand
1 - Charging unconscionable fees 1 - Suspension of license
1 - Pending
9 - Failure to renew licenses or regis- 27 - Dentist license revoked

trations or railure to complay with
continuing education requirements

17 - Dental hygiene licenses revoked
92 -~ Dental assisting registrations
revoked

—
|

Failure to register professional
corporation

1 - Complaint dismissed after three
corporations involved came into
compliance

rages for Clause o
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_ MINNESOTA BOARD OF DENTISTRY BOARD
Clause p: STATE ANY OTHER OBJECTIVE INFORMATION WHICH THE BOARD
MEMBERS BELIEVE WILL BE USEFUL IN REVIEWING BOARD

Iy
ACTIVITIES:

(For Example: In what other states do your licensees hold licenses?

Number of Minnesota licenses verified/certified to
other states? MNumber of inspections? Comparisons with
past Biennial Reports?)

For health-related boards: (except Veterinary Medicine)

1) What progress has the board made so far in
establishing procedures to exchange information with
other Minnesota state boards, agencies, and departments
responsible for licensing health related occupations,
facilities, and programs, and for coordinating investi-
gations involving matters within the jurisdiction of
more than one licensing body? and,

2) VWhat progress has the board made so far in
establishing procedures for exchanging information
with other states regarding disciplinary action
against licensees? (see M.S. 1985 Supplement, Section
214.10, Subd. 8(d)(e).

During fiscal years 1985 and 1986 the Board participated in:

7 - Dental assistant and dental hygiene school accreditation visits.
1 - Dental school accreditation visit
25 - Regional examinations for dentists and dental hygienists

8 - National Board Examinatiocns

In addition to examination and accreditation visits, the board actively partici-
pated with the national organization CLEAR. This organization's charter provides
a number of forums for information exchange, formally and informally, among
licensing boards. The personal and organizational contacts made as a result of
these forums has aided in the licensing and investigative processes.

The Board of Dentistry has, since 1985, reported all disciplinary actions to

NDIS (National Disciplinary Information System). This organization was established
by CLEAR in 1981 as a national clearinghouse for disciplinary action. The Board
receives and reviews monthly reports from NDIS and takes action where necessary.
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Item q: For all health related boards except the Board of
Veterinary Medicine, per M.S. 1985 Supplement, Section
214.10, Subd. 8(b): Provide a summary of each
individual case (complaint or other communication)
that involved possible sexual contact of a licensee
with a patient or client.

Each summary must include:
1) a description of the alleged misconduct;
2) the general results of the investigation;

3) the nature of board activities relating to
that case;

4) the disposition of the case;
and

5) the reasons for board decisions concerning the
disposition of the case.

The information disclosed must not include the name
or specific identifying information about any person,
agency, or organization. Include cases received
prior to July 1, 1984, but disposed of in FY '85

and FY '86, as well as cases received prior to

June 30, 1986, but not yet disposed of.

The Board received four complaints that fit the Item q requirements:

1. Individual was alleged to have made physical advances towards a patient.
The investigation could not confirm these allegations b:zcause the wit-
ness (patient) was not willing to cooperate. The Board did have the
individual in for a disciplinary conference and advised the individcal
of the professional standards established by the Board. The Board dis-
missed the complaint with a letter of concern because the allegations
could not be substan. iated.

2. Individual was alleged to have made physical sexual contact with a
patient. Investigation could not clearly confirm these allegations
because the explanation by the practitioner and the patient were be-
lievable. The Board had the individual and patient before them in an
attempt to prove or disprove the allegations. The Board dismissed the
complaint with a letter of concern. Both the practitioner and patient
were believable in their description of the incident and, because
neither could be confirmed by other witness or testimony, the file was
closed.

3. Individual was alleged to have sexually touched patients while patients

were sedated. (This case is currently under review by an Administrative
Law Judge.) Investigation supports the allegations by testimony from
patients and other witnesses. The Board had the practitioner in for
a disciplinary conference but could not resolve the complaint. The
Board proceeded to a contested case hearing before an Administrative
Law Judge.
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